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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . In the Response to Election/Restriction requirement filed on September 16, 2009, 
Applicants elected, without traverse. Species II, corresponding to claims 15-62. 

Priority 

2. Acl<nowledgment is made of Applicants' claim for foreign priority under 35 

U.S.C. 119(a)-(d). The certified copies of Application Numbers 2005-362345, 2005-362344, 

2005-355737, 2005-077645, 2004-371396, 2004-371398, respectively filed in the Japanese 
Patent Office on, 12/15/2005, 12/15/2005, 12/09/2005, 03/17/2005, 12/22/2004, and 
12/22/2004, have been received by the Office. 

Ciaim Objections 

3. Claims 15, 19, 33, 34, 41 , and 45 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: 

In regard to claim 15, "by taking place of the image handling apparatus," recited in 
lines 6-7, appears to be a typographical error. The Examiner recommends amending the 
claim to recite "by taking the place of the image handling apparatus." 

In regard to claim 19, "the function controlling part," recited in line 5, has no 
antecedent basis. The Examiner recommends amending the claim to recite "the one or 
more function controlling parts." 
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In further regard to claim 19, "the external processing part," recited in lines 7-8, 
has no antecedent basis. The Examiner recommends amending the claim to recite "the 
external processing apparatus." 

In regard to claim 33, "online," recited in line 3, and "offline" recited in line 7 appear 
to be typographical errors. The Examiner recommends amending the claim to recite "online 
state," and "offline state," respectively. 

In regard to claim 34, "the image handling process," recited in line 4, has no 
antecedent basis. The Examiner recommends amending the claim to recite "an image 
handling process." 

In regard to claim 34, "concerning to a service," recited in line 7, appears to be a 
typographical error. The Examiner recommends amending the claim to delete the word "to." 

In regard to claim 45, the claim depends from itself. The Examiner recommends 
amending the claim to depend from claim 41, and the Examiner will interpret it as such. 

In further regard to claim 45, "the function controlling part," recited in lines 6-7, has 
no antecedent basis. The Examiner recommends amending the claim to recite "the at least 
one function controlling part." 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 18-21 , 28-37, 44-47, and 54-59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

In regard to claims 18, 36, 44, 58, the recitation "wherein the image handling 
apparatus comprises a requesting part requesting at least a part of the image handling 
process to the controlling part," recited in claims 18, 36, 44 and 58 is unclear, rendering the 
claims indefinite. For examination purposes, the Examiner will interpret these recitations to 
mean that the image handling apparatus sends a request to the controlling part so that the 
external processing apparatus will complete at least a part of the image processing. 

In regard to claims 19 and 45, the recitation "wherein the software is implemented 
in the external processing part as at least a part of the image handling process," recited in 

claims 19 and 45 is unclear, rendering the claims Indefinite. For examination purposes, the 
Examiner will interpret these recitations to mean that software is located in the external 
processing part. 



In regard to claims 28 and 54, the recitation "wherein the external processing 
apparatus provides a user interface of the controlling part to the requesting part," recited in 
claims 28 and 54 is unclear, rendering the claims indefinite. For examination purposes, the 
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Examiner will interpret these recitations to mean that a user interface is provided to the 
user. 

In regard to claim 30, the recitation "wherein when the image handling apparatus 
and the external processing apparatus are in an offline state, the image handling apparatus 
reads out a file for building up the controlling part from a storage area included in the image 
handling apparatus, builds up the controlling part in the image handling apparatus, and 
controls the function when a request is made to the controlling part built in the image 
handling apparatus," is not clearly understood rendering the claim indefinite. For example, 
it is unclear how, if the image handling apparatus is in an offline state, the image handling 
apparatus reads out a file for building up the controlling part from a storage area included in 
the image handling apparatus. Moreover, it is unclear how a request can be made to the 
controlling part in the external processing apparatus if the external processing apparatus is 
in an offline state. Further, the Examiner is unable to determine what it means to "buildQ up 
the controlling part." 

For examination purposes, the Examiner will interpret claim 30 to simply mean that a 
file for performing a function is updated in the image handling apparatus. 

In regard to claim 31, the recitation "wherein while the image handling apparatus 
and the external processing apparatus are in an online state, a file for building up the 
controlling part is transferred from the external processing apparatus to the storage area," is 
not clearly understood rendering the claim indefinite. For example, it is unclear what it 
means to build up a controlling part. 
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For examination purposes, the Examiner will interpret claim 31 to simply mean that a 
file for performing a function is updated in the image handling apparatus. 

In regard to claim 32, the recitation "wherein while the Image handling apparatus 
and the external processing apparatus are in an off line state, at least a part of the user 
interface of the controlling part is transferred from the external processing apparatus to a 
storage area, at least the part of the user interface of the controlling part read out from the 
storage area Is provided to the requesting part," is not clearly understood rendering the 
claim Indefinite. For example, it is unclear what it means to have at least a part of the user 
interface of the controlling part to be transferred. Moreover, it is unclear what is means to 
have at least the part of the user interface of the controlling part read out from the storage 
area be provided to the requesting part. 

For examination purposes, the Examiner will interpret claim 32 to simply mean that a 
file for performing a function is updated in the image handling apparatus, and that an option 
for using the updated function is provided to the user. 

In regard to claim 33, the recitation "wherein while the image handling apparatus 
and the external processing apparatus are in an online, the function is controlled when a 

request Is made to the controlling part built in the external processing apparatus, and while 
the Image handling apparatus and the external processing apparatus are In an offline, the 
function is controlled when a request is made to the controlling part built in the image 
handling apparatus," is not clearly understood rendering the claim indefinite. For example. 
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the controlling part is part of the external processing apparatus, so it is unclear how a 
request can be made to the controlling part in the image handling apparatus. 

For examination purposes, the Examiner will interpret claim 33 to simply mean that if 
the external processing apparatus is in an online state, a function is completed at the 
external processing apparatus, and if the external processing apparatus is in an offline 
state, a function is completed at the image handling apparatus. 

In regard to claims 34 and 56, "wherein at least apart of the image handling 
process is allowed to be controlled by the external processing apparatus taking a place of 
the image handling apparatus," recited in claims 34 and 56 is not clearly understood 
rendering the claim indefinite. For example, the Examiner does not know what it means to 
have at least apart of an image handling process being allowed to be controlled by the 
external processing apparatus taking a place of the image handling apparatus. For 
examination purposes, the Examiner will interpret this recitation to mean that at least apart 
of the image handling process is conducted at the external processing apparatus. 

The remaining claims are rejected for depending on rejected claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

6. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, macliine, manufacture, or composition of matter, 
or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 
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Claims 40 and 62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

In regard to claims 40 and 62, the claims define a program product, embodying 
functional descriptive material (i.e., code). However, the claims do not define a non- 
transitory "computer-readable medium or computer-readable memory" and are thus non- 
statutory for that reason. When functional descriptive material is recorded on some non- 
transitory computer-readable medium it becomes structurally and functionally interrelated to 
the medium and will be statutory in most cases since use of technology permits the function 
of the descriptive material to be realized. The scope of the presently claimed invention 
encompasses products that are not necessarily computer readable, and thus NOT able to 
impart any functionality of the recited program. 

Note: 

"A transitory, propagating signal ... is not a "process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter." Those four categories define the explicit scope and reach of subject 
matter patentable under 35 U.S.C. § 101; thus, such a signal cannot be patentable subject 
matter." (In re Nuijten, 84 USPQ2d 1495 (Fed. Cir. 2007). Should the full scope of the 
claim as properly read in light of the disclosure encompass non-statutory subject matter 
such as a "signal", the claim as a whole would be non-statutory. Should the applicant's 
specification define or exemplify the computer readable medium or memory (or whatever 
language applicant chooses to recite a computer readable medium equivalent) as statutory 
tangible products such as a hard drive, ROM, RAM, etc, as well as a non-statutory entity 
such as a "signal", "carrier wave", or "transmission medium", the examiner suggests 
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amending the claim to include the disclosed tangible computer readable storage media, 
while at the same time excluding the intangible transitory media such as signals, carrier 
waves, etc. 

Merely reciting functional descriptive material as residing on a "tangible" or other 
medium is not sufficient. If the scope of the claimed medium covers media other than 
"computer readable" media (e.g., "a tangible media", a "machine-readable media", etc.), the 
claim remains non-statutory. The full scope of the claimed media (regardless of what words 
applicant chooses) should not fall outside that of a computer readable medium. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, If the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 15-29 and 34-62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2004/0193717 A1 to Tajima et al. (hereinafter, 
Tajima), in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2004/0160630 Al to Iriyama et 
al. (hereinafter, Iriyama). Tajima was cited in the IDS filed by Applicants on June 04, 2008. 



In regard to claims 15 and 41, Tajima discloses a system using services (Tajima, 
Fig. 1, and Abstract) in which an image handling apparatus (Tajima, Fig. 1, item 61) and 
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an external processing apparatus (Tajima, Fig. 1, item 50) are connected througli a 
networl< (Tajima, Fig. 1, item 5), wherein: 

said image liandling apparatus comprises a function which is controlled by said 
image handling process (Tajima, [0083], lines 1-7), wherein the function is controlled at a 
trigger of receiving a request sent from the controlling part (Tajima, [0083], lines 1-7, 
processing request). 

Tajima does not disclose said external processing apparatus comprises a controlling 
part conducting at least a part of an image handling process concerning a service by taking 
place of the image handling apparatus. 

Iriyama, however, discloses said external processing apparatus comprises a 
controlling part (Iriyama, Fig. 1, CPU of item 3) conducting at least a part of an image 
handling process concerning a service by taking place of the image handling apparatus 
(Iriyama, [0051], lines 1-6). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to use the teachings of Iriyama with the teachings of Tajima for having an external 
processing apparatus comprising a controlling part conducting at least a part of an image 
handling process concerning a service by taking place of the image handling apparatus in 
order to have a friendly and less difficult system (Iriyama, [0015], lines 8-9), as well as 
improve user operability (Iriyama, [0032], lines 4-5). 

In regard to claims 34 and 56, Tajima discloses an image handling apparatus 
(Tajima, Fig. 1, item 61) connectable to an external processing apparatus (Tajima, Fig. 1, 
item 50) through a network (Tajima, Fig. 1, item 5), said image handling apparatus 
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comprising a function which is controlled by the image handling process concerning a 
service, and the function is controlled when a request is received from the external 
processing apparatus (Tajima, [0083], lines 1-7, processing request). 

Tajima does not disclose wherein at least apart of the image handling process is 
allowed to be controlled by the external processing apparatus taking a place of the image 
handling apparatus. 

Iriyama, however, discloses wherein at least apart of the image handling process is 
allowed to be controlled by the external processing apparatus taking a place of the image 
handling apparatus (Iriyama, [0051], lines 1-6, see 112 2"^ rejection above). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to use the teachings of Iriyama with the teachings of Tajima for having at least 
apart of the image handling process is allowed to be controlled by the external processing 
apparatus taking a place of the image handling apparatus in order to have a friendly and 
less difficult system (Iriyama, [0015], lines 8-9), as well as improve user operability 
(Iriyama, [0032], lines 4-5). 

In regard to claims 38 and 60, Tajima discloses an external processing apparatus 
(Tajima, Fig. 1, item 50) connectable to an image handling apparatus (Tajima, Fig. 1, item 
61) through a network (Tajima, Fig. 1, item 5), said external processing apparatus 

comprising: 

a controlling part (Tajima, Fig. 1, CPU of item 50) that requests the image handling 
apparatus to control a function included in the image handling apparatus in which the 
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function is controlled by the image liandling process (Tajima, [0083], lines 1-7, processing 
request). 

Tajima does not disclose the controlling part (Tajima, Fig. 1, CPU of item 50) 

Gontrolling at least a part of an Image handling process concerning a service by taking a 
place of the image handling apparatus. 

Iriyama, however, discloses an external processing apparatus (Iriyama, Fig. 1, item 
3) controlling at least a part of an image handling process conceming a service by taking a 
place of the image handling apparatus (Iriyama, [0051], lines 1-6). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to use the teachings of Iriyama with the teachings of Tajima for having an external 
processing apparatus controlling at least a part of an image handling process concerning a 
service by taking a place of the image handling apparatus in order to have a friendly and 
less difficult system (Iriyama, [0015], lines 8-9), as well as improve user operability 
(Iriyama, [0032], lines 4-5). 

In regard to claims 40 and 62, Tajima discloses a program product causing an 
external processing apparatus as a computer to conduct a service (Tajima, Fig. 1, item 50, 
and [0083], lines 1-7, the program is inherent), the external processing apparatus 
connectable to an image handling apparatus (Tajima, Fig. 1, item 61) through a network 
(Tajima, Fig. 1, item 5), said program product comprising the code: 

wherein a controlling part requests the image handling apparatus to control a 
function implemented in the image handling apparatus in which the function is controlled by 
the image handling process (Tajima, [0083], lines 1-7, processing request). 
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Tajima does not disclose the external processing apparatus having code for 
functioning as a controlling part for conducting at least a part of an image handling process 
concerning a service by taking a place of the image handling apparatus. 

Iriyama, however, discloses an external processing apparatus (Iriyama, Fig. 1, item 
3) controlling at least a part of an image handling process concerning a service by taking a 
place of the image handling apparatus (Iriyama, [0051], lines 1-6). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to use the teachings of Iriyama with the teachings of Tajima for having an external 
processing apparatus controlling at least a part of an image handling process concerning a 
service by taking a place of the image handling apparatus in order to have a friendly and 
less difficult system (Iriyama, [0015], lines 8-9), as well as improve user operability 
(Iriyama, [0032], lines 4-5). 

In regard to claims 16, 35, 39, 42, 57, and 61, which depend from claims 15, 34, 
38, 41, 56, and 60, respectively, Tajima discloses wherein the image handling apparatus 
comprises a service providing part (Tajima, Fig. 1, CPU of item 61) allowing an external 
control to control the function, wherein the image handling process is conducted by 
externally controlling the function (Tajima, [0082], lines 1-6, and [0083], lines 1-7, item 50 
in Fig. 1 controls the operation of the function through the service processing 
request). 

In regard to claims 17 and 43, which depend from claims 16 and 42, respectively, 
Tajima discloses wherein the external processing apparatus controls the function by using 
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the service providing part (Tajima, [0082], lines 1-6, and [0083], lines 1-7, item 50 in Fig. 
1 controls the operation of the function through the service processing request). 

Neitlier Tajima nor Iriyama specifically disclose that this control is based on a request 
received from the image handling apparatus. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the teachings of Iriyama and Tajima the have the control be based on a 
request received from the image handling apparatus. The motivation would be so that if the 
image handling apparatus cannot perform a function, the image handling apparatus would 
request help (i.e., request that the external processing apparatus control the function by 
using the service providing part). This would ensure continuous data processing with out 
the need for user intervention. 

In regard to claims 18, 36, 44, and 58, which depend from claims 15, 35, 41 , and 
57, respectively, Iriyama discloses wherein the image handling apparatus comprises a 
requesting part (Iriyama, Fig.1, CPU of item 1) requesting at least a part of the image 
handling process to the controlling part (Iriyama, [0015], lines 8-9, since part of the 
image processing is being done at the server, a request to perform the image 
processing from item 1 would have to be included). 

In regard to claims 19 and 45, which depend from claims 15 and 41 (see objection 
to claim 45 above), respectively, Tajima discloses wherein the image handling process is 
realized by one or more function controlling parts (Tajima, Fig. 1, CPU of item 61) 
controlling the function (Tajima, [0082], lines 1-6, and [0083], lines 1-7), a service 
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providing part (Tajima, Fig. 1, CPU of item 61) allowing an external control to control the 
function controlling part (Tajima, [0082], lines 1-6, and [0083], lines 1-7, item 50 in Fig. 1 
controls the operation of the function through the service processing request), and 
software externally controlling the function controlling part wherein the software is 
implemented in the external processing part as at least a part of the image handling process 
(Tajima, [0082], lines 1-6, and [0083], lines 1-7, software of item 50 in Fig. 1 creates 
processing request and therefore controls the operation of the function through the 
service processing request). 

In regard to claims 20 and 46, which depend from claims 18 and 44, respectively, 
Tajima discloses wherein the requesting part includes an executing part capable of 
executing at least a part of the image handling process (Tajima, [0083], lines 1-7, the 
requesting part and executing part would both be internal to the CPU of item 61 in 
Fig.1). 

In regard to claims 22 and 48, which depend from claims 15 and 41, respectively, 
Tajima discloses wherein the image handling apparatus comprises: 

a service providing part capable of internally controlling the function, and a 
requesting part controlling the function by using the service providing part (Tajima, [0083], 
lines 1-7, the service providing part and the requesting part would both be Internal to 
the CPU of item 61 in Fig. 1). 
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In regard to claims 24 and 50, which depend from claims 15 and 41, respectively, 
Tajima discloses wherein the controlling part allows a plurality of functions to cooperate with 
each other (Tajima, Abstract). 

In regard to claims 25 and 51, which depend from claims 24 and 50, respectively, 
Iriyama discloses wherein the controlling part allows one function implemented in one 
image handling apparatus and another function implemented in another image handling 
apparatus to cooperate with each other (Iriyama, [0050], lines 7-11). 

In regard to claims 26 and 52, which depend from claims 15 and 41, respectively, 
Iriyama discloses wherein one controlling part (Iriyama, CPU of item 1 in Fig. 1) 
implemented in one external processing apparatus (Iriyama, Fig. 1, item 1) and another 
controlling part (Iriyama, CPU of item 2 in Fig. 1) implemented in another external 
processing apparatus (Iriyama, Fig. 1, item 2) are cooperated with each other (Iriyama, 
[0050], lines 7-11). 

In regard to claims 27 and 53, which depend from claims 15 and 41, respectively, 
Tajima discloses wherein a terminal apparatus (Tajima, Fig. 1, item 10) comprising a 
requesting part (Tajima, Fig. 1, CPU of item 10) requesting at least one part of the image 
handling process to the controlling part (Tajima, [0080],lines 1-4) is connected to the image 
handling process and the external processing part through the network (Tajima, see Fig. 1 
for connection information, network is item 5 in Fig. 1). 
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In regard to claims 28 and 54, which depend from claims 18 and 44, respectively, 
Iriyama discloses wherein the external processing apparatus provides a user interface of 
the controlling part to the requesting part (Iriyama, Fig. 4, item 4, and [0069], lines 1-3). 

In regard to claims 29 and 55, which depend from claims 28 and 54, respectively, 
Iriyama discloses wherein the image handling apparatus further comprises a updating part 
(Iriyama, CPU of item in Fig. 1) requesting the controlling part to update the user interface 
(Iriyama, Fig. 4, item 4, and [0069], lines 1-3, and [0072], lines 1-8). 

In regard to claims 37 and 59, which depend from claims 36 and 58, respectively, 
Iriyama discloses wherein the requesting part includes identification of data required for the 
image handling process in a request and sends the request to the external processing 
apparatus, and the service providing part uses data corresponding to the identification 
included in the request received from the external processing apparatus, and controls the 
function (Iriyama, [0050], lines 1-6, since Image data is being sent from item 1 in Fig. 1 
to item 3 in Fig. 1 for processing, the above limitations are inherent). 

In regard to claims 21, 23, 47, and 49, which depend from claims 20, 17, 46 and 

43, respectively, neither Tajima nor Iriyama specifically disclose wherein the requesting part 
requests at least the part of the image handling process to the external processing 
apparatus through another external processing apparatus; or wherein the external 
processing apparatus controls the function by using the service providing part through 
another external processing apparatus. 
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It would have been an obvious matter of design choice for the requesting part to 
request at least the part of the image handling process to the external processing apparatus 
through another external processing apparatus; and for the external processing apparatus 
to control the function by using the service providing part through another external 
processing apparatus since applicant has not disclosed that this difference solves any 
stated problem or is for any particular purpose and it appears that the invention would 
perform equally well with the difference. 

9. Claims 30-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tajima and Iriyama in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2004/0239975 A1 to 
Kawaura et al. (hereinafter, Kawaura). Kawaura was cited in the IDS filed by Applicants on 
June 04, 2008. 

In regard to claim 30, which depends from claim 15, neither Tajima nor Iriyama 
discloses wherein when the image handling apparatus and the external processing 
apparatus are in an offline state, the image handling apparatus reads out a file for building 
up the controlling part from a storage area included in the image handling apparatus, builds 
up the controlling part in the image handling apparatus, and controls the function when a 
request is made to the controlling part built in the image handling apparatus. 

Kawaura, however, discloses wherein when the image handling apparatus and the 
external processing apparatus are in an offline state, the image handling apparatus reads 
out a file for building up the controlling part from a storage area included in the image 
handling apparatus, builds up the controlling part in the image handling apparatus, and 
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controls the function when a request is made to the controlling part built in the image 
handling apparatus (Kawaura, Abstract, see 112 2"^ rejection for Examiner 
interpretation of this ciaim). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Kawaura with the teachings of Iriyama and Tajima for 
when the image handling apparatus and the external processing apparatus are in an offline 
state, the image handling apparatus reads out a file for building up the controlling part from 
a storage area included in the image handling apparatus, builds up the controlling part in 
the image handling apparatus, and controls the function when a request is made to the 
controlling part built in the image handling apparatus in order to improve the reliability of an 
update program (Kawaura, [0019], iines 5-7). 

in regard to ciaim 31, which depends from claim 30, Kawaura discloses wherein 
while the image handling apparatus and the external processing apparatus are in an online 
state, a file for building up the controlling part is transferred from the external processing 
apparatus to the storage area (Kawaura, Abstract, see 112 2"^ rejection for Examiner 
interpretation of tliis ciaim). 

In regard to claim 32, which depends from claim 28, Kawaura discloses wherein 
while the image handling apparatus and the external processing apparatus are in an off line 
state, at least a part of the user interface of the controlling part is transferred from the 
external processing apparatus to a storage area, at least the part of the user interface of the 
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controlling part read out from the storage area is provided to the requesting part (Kawaura, 
Abstract, see 112 2"^ rejection for Examiner interpretation of tliis claim). 

In regard to claim 33, which depends from claim 30, neither Tajima, Iriyama, nor 
Kawaura specifically disclose wherein while the image handling apparatus and the external 
processing apparatus are in an online, the function is controlled when a request is made to 
the controlling part built in the external processing apparatus, and while the image handling 
apparatus and the external processing apparatus are in an offline, the function is controlled 
when a request is made to the controlling part built in the image handling apparatus. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Tajima, Iriyama, and Kawaura so that while the image handling 
apparatus and the external processing apparatus are in an online, the function is controlled 
when a request is made to the controlling part built in the external processing apparatus, 
and while the image handling apparatus and the external processing apparatus are in an 
offline, the function is controlled when a request is made to the controlling part built in the 
image handling apparatus in order to ensure that data processing is still completed even 
though the eternal processing apparatus is in an offline state. 

Conclusion 

1 0. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
Applicant's disclosure and is as follows: 

Shima, U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0004802 A1 , teaches 
exchanging information between a client and a server. 
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1 1 . Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from tlie 
examiner sliould be directed to ERIC A. RUST whose telephone number is (571)-270-3380. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m., EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Benny Tieu can be reached on (571)-272-7490. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866- 
217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA 
OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/ERIC A. RUST/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2625 
10/06/2009 

/Benny Q Tieu/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2625 



